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Jte; AfUR 6324 - Response on behalfofJulius L Chambers, Treasurer ofJohn Edwards for 
President 

Dear Mr. Jordan: 

This response is filed on behalf of Jdius L. Chambers, Treasurer of John Edwards for 
President, named as a respondent in a complaint filed by Maik Thomas. John Edwards for 
President has dso submitted a response to the compldnt. Compldnant dleges that the 
Committee arbitrarily attributed a portion of his $4,600 contribution to his spouse, Lynn Thomas. 
He iMses this dlegation on a December 20,2007 letter sent to him by the Conunittee, stating that 
$2,300 of his contribution had been reattributed to his spouse, whose name was printed as a joint 
account holder on the ched̂  used by Mr. Thomas in making the contribution. This letter is the 
standard reattribution notification letter sent by committees to coniply witii 11 C.F.R. 
§I10.1(k)(3)(iiXB)(2).' 

As the attached docnmantatiaa shows, the Committee received a cheok drawn on the 
Thomas's joint diecking aocoimi in the amount of $4,600 and signed by Mr. Thomas. The 
accompanying donor card was signed by both Mr. Thomas and Ms. Thomas, thus notifying the 
Committee that the couple intended for this check to be a joint contribution pursuant to 11 C.F.R. 
§1 ]0.1(kXl). The Committee properly attrilnited the contribution evedy between Mr. Thomas 
and his wUe, at $2̂ 00 each. 

That section provides that a cnmmittee recehring a check imprinted with die names of more lhan one individual 
may attribute the excessive portion ofa contribittion among the individuab listed, unless a diffsrent iiutniction is "In 
a aepame writing signed by the conlribuloi(s). The regulation requnvs that the contributor be notified thai the 
reanribullon has occmred and that a refund may be sought if the contributkm is not intended to be a Joint 
contribution. 11 C.F.R. §1 IO.I(kX3XiiXBX2). 
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Due to an inadvertent categorization error, the Committee sent its sUuidardized 
reattribution notification letter lo Mr. Thomns nn Deoember 20,2007, despite tiie fact that his 
spouse had dinady signed the donor card. This standardized letter notified Mr. Thomns tbat the 
Committee attributed $2,300 to his wife since tiie contribution was made fiom a joint checking 
account, and ofiered a refimd if that was not his intention. Since Ms. Thomas had dready signed 
a written statement that she was a donor, this reattribution letter is under the circumstances 
essentidly voided. Mr. Thomas now states that in response to this letter he requested a refund 
fiom the Committee. However, in fact, the request that Mr. Thomas dtes in his complauit is 
dated several months Uiter, May 19,2008. This is five montfis dler the enoneously sent 

^ reattribution letter, more than three months afier Senator Edwards ended his Presidential 
campaign, and at time when Ihe Committee had entered its FEC audit phase. 

^ As CommittEC records cleariy demonstnite, both eoniribntnrs signed the dunor card and 
^ the Commitiee properiy divided the oontribution equdly between Mr. Thomas and his spouse. 
«qr (See Attachment A.) Hence, the standardized finm letter was never required to he sent taider 

section 110. l(kX3)(ii)(B)(2). While tiie Committee erred in sending diis letter to Mr. Thomas, 
0 this minor compliance error does not transform a legd contribution into a prohibited contribution 

that must be refiinded. Commission regulations require political committees to make refiinds 
^ only in situations where a contribution appears to be fiom a prohibited source (11 C.F.K. 

§103.3(bXl))» is designated fbr an dection fbr which a candidate is not eligible to receive 
contributions, or is excessive (11 C.F.R. §110.1(bX3Xi))- Suico the oontributions mude 1̂  MariL 
and Lynn Thomns are legd, and written evidenoe oxists with their signatures to documeot their 
intent, the Committee is imder ne obligation to make a refiind. 

Respondent respectfiilly requests that the. Commission dismiss this compldm. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Patricia A. Fiori 
Counsel, John Edwards for President 
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